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provide incentives and support for re-
cruiting and retaining Border Patrol
agents. This legislation would increase
the compensation of Border Patrol
agents, and allow the Border Patrol
agency to recruit its own agents with-
out relying on personnel officers of the
Department of Justice or the INS.

The United States is in dire need of
more Border Patrol agents to enforce
policies against illegal immigration
and drug smuggling. Under current
law, the INS is authorized to add a
total of 5,000 additional border agents
at a rate of 1,000 per fiscal year from
1997 to 2001.

We have not met our goals. The INS
has only recruited between 200 and 400
new agents because salaries and the re-
cruitment skills have not been up to
par.

My legislation will increase the sala-
ries and work harder at retention, and
salute those men and women who serve
us very ably at the border. It is time
now to give more respect to our border
agents.

Madam Speaker, I rise to the floor of the
House today to stand up for a group of men
and women who guard our nation’s borders
and risk their very lives everyday. The group
of men and women whom I am referring to are
the United States Border Patrol. Today, along
with my colleague from Texas, Mr. REYES, I in-
troduce the ‘‘Border Patrol Recruitment and
Retention Act of 1999.’’

This legislation will provide incentives and
support for recruiting and retaining Border Pa-
trol agents. This legislation would increase the
compensation for Border Patrol agents and
allow the Border Patrol agency to recruit its
own agents without relying on personnel of-
fices of the Department of Justice or INS.

The United States is in dire need of more
Border Patrol agents to enforce policies
against illegal immigration and drug smug-
gling. Under current law, the INS is authorized
to add a total of five thousand additional bor-
der patrol agents, at a rate of five thousand
additional border patrol agents, at a rate of
one thousand per fiscal year from 1997 to
2001. However, INS did not request any addi-
tional agents in its FY 2000 budget due in
large part to the lucrative job market and the
low unemployment rate.

According to Commissioner Meissner of the
INS, only 200 to 400 new agents will be hired
this year. Arizona had been slated to receive
approximately 400 of the full complement but
will not likely receive between 100–150, and
my home state of Texas, which would have
received approximately 500 new agents this
year, could see that number cut by more than
half.

The ‘‘Border Patrol Recruitment and Reten-
tion Enhancement Act’’ would move Border
Patrol agents with one year’s agency experi-
ence from the federal government’s GS–9 pay
level (approximately $34,000 annually) to GS–
11 (approximately $41,000 annually) next
year. We need better recruitment and better
retention. We cannot play with the nation’s
borders, and right now in the Immigration and
Claims subcommittee in which I am a Ranking
Member, we listen to testimony hearing after
hearing about how the Border Patrol agents
need more money, and the INS needs to be
given the resources to be able to do it. This
legislation is the step in that direction.

Madam Speaker, we are a nation of immi-
grants and a nation of laws. The ‘‘Border Pa-
trol Recruitment and Retention Act of 1999,’’
will give us the ability to control our borders
and uphold the law. I urge my colleagues to
join me and Mr. REYES, who is our resident
expert on Border Patrol matters due to his
service as a Border Patrol Sector Chief to
support this much needed measure.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

REGARDING LATEST SHOOTING IN
ATLANTA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HASTERT. Madam Speaker, the
latest shooting in an Atlanta school is
deeply troubling. My wife is a teacher
in a public school. My kids have gone
to a public school. I taught for a lot of
years in a public school.

I fervently believe that every child
deserves to learn in a good school and
in a safe environment. But how can we
create such an environment if it is the
children themselves who make the
schools unsafe?

Clearly, we need to tighten current
laws to make it more difficult for kids
to get guns. We will take a look at the
measure passed by the Senate to make
sure that it is a reasonable and com-
mon sense approach.

We also need to more effectively en-
force the laws that are already on the
books and to prosecute those who
break the laws. But these measures
will fall short if we do not effectively
address the deeper problems that face
our society and our children.

Our children need to learn the dif-
ferences between right and wrong.
They need moral instruction. They
need a culture that reinforces positive
values that help create a safer and
more secure society.

It is more difficult to be a parent
today. We feel the need to work harder
just to keep pace with the neighbors.
All too often, parents are forced to
worry first about their jobs and then
about their kids. And it is becoming
more and more difficult for parents to
monitor what their kids are watching,
hearing, and learning.

I support free expression, but there is
a point where unbridled free expression
undermines a free society. I challenge
the entertainment industry, the Inter-
net industry, the video game industry,
and the media to become good cor-
porate citizens. Monitor the material
that flows to our kids.

I applaud the Disney Company for
taking some steps in the right direc-
tion, but the whole industry must join
in the cause. Keep casual gunplay out
of the movies. Keep hate music out of

the music stores. Keep bomb-making
web sites off the Internet. Do not make
video games so violent that they warp
young minds.

Free expression does not necessarily
have to lead to moral chaos. Let us
join together in finding ways to help
parents raise their children to be good
productive citizens.

f

GOD BLESS AMERICA’S VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I have the privilege of
representing the Third District of
North Carolina. The Third District cov-
ers most of the eastern part of the
State, including five military bases:
Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Sta-
tion, New River Marine Corps Air Sta-
tion, Seymour Johnson Air Force Base,
Elizabeth City Coast Guard Station,
and Camp Lejeune Marine Corps Base.

In eastern North Carolina we are also
proud to be the home of 77,000 thousand
of our Nation’s 25 million living vet-
erans. Madam Speaker, these are the
men and women who courageously
served to protect this country and pre-
serve the principles that it was founded
upon.

Out of respect and appreciation, we
must ensure the sacrifice these brave
soldiers made is something we never
forget and that the vital role they play
in this country’s history remains as
unmistakable as our commitment to
their continued well-being.

As President Abraham Lincoln said
in his Second Inaugural Address: ‘‘Let
us care for him who shall have borne
the battle and for his widow and his or-
phan.’’

This statement is said to reveal the
government’s promise to provide life-
time health care for our veterans and
their families, a promise that many of
my colleagues in Congress and I con-
tinue fighting to fulfill.

Madam Speaker, today I am here to
share with my colleagues good news, to
tell them of two successful efforts by
the government to provide our Nation’s
veterans with the health care that they
need and deserve.

Two weeks ago I had the pleasure of
attending the dedication of a new com-
munity-based outpatient clinic in
Jacksonville, North Carolina. For the
veterans of Onslow County, this is a
tremendous victory and the result of a
great deal of work and determination.

It has been a priority of mine for
some time to find a way to see that a
satellite facility was built in eastern
North Carolina. For too long, many
veterans were forced to travel to Fay-
etteville, North Carolina or Durham,
North Carolina to reach the closest VA
hospital.

Madam Speaker, as my colleagues
can see, we were in desperate need of
health care services that were more ac-
cessible to the veterans of eastern
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North Carolina. The journey was long,
but we now have two reasons to cele-
brate.

The Jacksonville facility marks the
second outpatient clinic in eastern
North Carolina. It has just been joined
by a third. Earlier this week, an addi-
tional VA clinic opened in Greenville,
North Carolina. They both serve as
tributes of the commitment to duty,
God, and country that each of our sol-
diers accept.

Madam Speaker, I am proud of the ef-
forts of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to reach out to veterans across
this country, especially considering the
drastic cuts they have suffered. Since
the end of 1994, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs has cut 20,000 medical
care employees, eliminated half of its
acute-care hospital beds, and merged
many neighboring hospitals. Following
such extreme fiscal cutbacks, the Ad-
ministration’s budget request for Fis-
cal Year 2000 was worth little more
than the paper it was printed on.

Fortunately, I am proud to stand
here today to report that a Republican
Congress has increased the VA budget
$1.7 billion over the President’s rec-
ommendation. And I only wish that it
could be more.

Madam Speaker, today I came to the
floor to reaffirm my commitment to
the men and women who answered
their call to duty and protected the
freedom my colleagues and I enjoy
today. I urge my colleagues to join me
in fighting to make sure our Nation’s
veterans have access to quality, acces-
sible health care, a promise made to
them by the government they pledged
to protect.

Again, I want to quote Abraham Lin-
coln when he said it, and he said it
best: ‘‘Let us care for him who shall
have borne the battle and for his widow
and his orphan.’’

Madam Speaker, it is the least we
can do to thank our Nation’s heroes,
our United States veterans. God bless
America, and God bless those who have
served and those who are serving
America today.

f

b 1615

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BLUMENAUER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

CALLING FOR END TO FAILED
POLICY IN YUGOSLAVIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
EMERSON). Under a previous order of

the House, the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, how
long must the bombing of Yugoslavia
continue? I have asked that question
repeatedly on this floor over the last
week, and no one seems to have an an-
swer. Where is the President leading
us?

Today, the New York Times, which is
generally supportive of the President,
contained an article written by Mi-
chael Gordon entitled, NATO’s Battle
Within: Is Leadership Missing? In the
article, Mr. Gordon wrote that NATO
strategy for bringing the war to a suc-
cessful close is starting to unravel.
Without clear direction from Wash-
ington, Britain, Germany and Italy
have begun to promote publicly their
separate and conflicting plans. Britain
wants ground troops in Kosovo and
Yugoslavia. Germany is opposed to
ground troops. Italy wants to stop the
bombing. In the article, they quoted
the former Director of European Af-
fairs at the National Security Council
who was quoted as saying, there is a
lack of direction because no one is
leading the way.

Mr. President, why do you not lead
the way and stop the bombing? Mr.
President, Italy today has urged NATO
to impose a 48-hour bombing pause to
pursue a diplomatic settlement. I urge
you to stop the bombing.

Just last night, NATO launched its
strongest air attack in 2 weeks against
the Belgrade area. Our bombs hit a hos-
pital and at least three civilians were
killed. Furthermore, an operating
room was demolished, an intensive care
unit was leveled, and rescuers were
evacuating women and children from
the maternity ward, just last night in
Belgrade, because of our bombings. In
addition, the Swedish ambassador’s
residence was damaged when an explod-
ing bomb blew out windows and a door.

Mr. President, your policy is not
working. Not only are we losing the
support of our allies but bombing has
exacerbated the refugee problem
among the Kosovar Albanians and now,
because of the bombings, the Serbian
people themselves. From a policy
point, it is difficult to imagine how the
situation could be much worse. Our
bombs have killed innocent people, de-
stroyed hospitals, leveled the embassy
of China, damaged the infrastructure,
and now even damaged the residence of
the Swedish ambassador to Yugoslavia.
The incessant bombing has trans-
formed what was a Balkan crisis into a
worldwide crisis. In fact, the New York
Times Sunday reported how dem-
onstrations are erupting all over the
world against the bombing.

So I would say to the President, what
do you want? The Yugoslavian govern-
ment is beginning to remove forces
from Kosovo. They have expressed a
willingness to negotiate. How many
more bombs must be dropped? How
many more deaths must occur before
you stop this failed policy and give di-
plomacy an opportunity to work?

ON H.R. 644, PRESCRIPTION DRUG
FAIRNESS FOR SENIORS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
rise to put an end to a national dis-
grace. Plainly speaking, I am talking
about price gouging, price gouging
some of the most vulnerable members
of our community, our seniors.

Americans widely support programs
to ensure the health and welfare of
older Americans. We have Social Secu-
rity, we have Medicare, as well as hous-
ing programs, nutrition programs and
programs that really protect our low-
income seniors. Seniors today have less
fear of being taken advantage of be-
cause of consumer laws and senior
abuse laws that protect them. But
there is one area where we clearly have
failed, and that is to ensure that pre-
scription drugs are affordable, afford-
able to the people who need them the
most, our seniors.

The latest surveys indicate that 86
percent of Medicare beneficiaries take
prescription drugs and that the elderly
in the United States, who make up
only 12 percent of our population, use
one-third of the prescription drugs sold
in this Nation. The need for prescrip-
tion drugs to treat such diseases as ar-
thritis, diabetes, high blood pressure,
heart disease, is simply a fact of life
for seniors, or a fact of death. A few
years ago, a survey of seniors reported
that 13 percent of older Americans had
to choose between eating or buying
medicine.

In Sonoma and Marin Counties, the
district I represent, the two counties
north of the Golden Gate bridge, two
individuals that I have come to know,
Roy and Ivera Cobbs of Sebastopol,
have had to make some very difficult
decisions around their prescription
drugs. What they decided was, she
would take her prescription drugs and
he would not because they could not af-
ford both. That is not the way we are
supposed to be treating our seniors.

Also in Sonoma and Marin County,
the area Agencies on Aging and Green
Thumb have told me some other sto-
ries. They tell me about cases where
seniors just do not buy food because
they have to have prescription drugs,
or they take part of their prescription
every other day instead of every day or
once a day instead of twice a day, as
prescribed by their doctors, because
they cannot afford to pay for the whole
dosage. And for the reason some sen-
iors cannot pay for them keeps our sen-
iors from having the best health care
they can. This reason, I believe, is sole-
ly on the shoulders of the Nation’s
largest drug companies, because they
engage in discriminatory pricing. If
you are a favored customer, like an
HMO, like a large insurance company,
you pay less, much less for prescription
drugs. But if you are an older person,
on Medicare, you pay a premium price
for your drugs.
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